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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment received on January 1 5,2004, 
in which claim 1 was canceled and claims 2, 5, 7, 8, and 1 1 were amended. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 8, 1 0, and 1 1 are objected to because of the following informalities. 
In regards to claims 8 and 1 1 , "passenger side air bag" (line 1 ) is confusing 

because it is difficult to determine if the air bag is a side air bag intended for a 
passenger in a vehicle, or if it is any air bag on the passenger side of the vehicle. The 
examiner suggests hyphenating some of the words or rephrasing this portion of the 
claim to emphasize the intended feature. The applicant's specification uses the phrase 
"passenger-side air bag", which would be acceptable to overcome this claim objection. 

In regards to claims 8 and 11, "the passenger" should be -a passenger- (line 3). 

In regards to claim 10, "an gas inlet" should be --a gas inlet-- (line 1). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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4. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Onishi et al. 
(5,358,273). In regards to claim 1 1 , Onishi et al. disclose a passenger-side air bag 
(best seen in figures 4, 14) comprising a front section (right side of air bag in figure 4) 
including a pair of front panels (#2, portion of #1 including #6) forming an exterior 
surface positioned to face a passenger when the air bag deploys (best seen in figure 
14), wherein one of the pair of front panels includes a rearward extending section (#4) 
located inside the air bag and connecting the front section to a rear section (#1 not 
including #6), wherein the rear section includs a rear panel (#1 not including #6) and a 
mid panel (#5), the mid panel being connected to the rearward extending section (at 
#2b) and the rear panel (via #1 b), and wherein a seam (at #2d) joining the pair of front 
panels is located away from the exterior surface so that the seam cannot contact the 
passenger when the air bag deploys (best seen in figure 4), and wherein the rearward 
extending section (#4) and the mid panel (#5) divide the air bag into upper and lower 
chambers (portion above #4 is upper chamber and portion below #4 is lower chamber), 
and the rearward extending section includes an opening for allowing gas to pass 
between the chambers (#4 is a strap, thus allowing air flow on either side of the strap) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 8-10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wang (5,129,675). In regards to claim 8, Wang discloses a passenger-side air bag 
(#18) comprising a front section (#20, 22, 23, 28, 52, 54) including a pair of front panels 
(#20, 22, 24, 28, 52, 54) forming an exterior surface positioned to face a passenger 
when the air bag deploys (best seen in figures 1 , 4), wherein one of the pair of front 
panels (#28) includes a rearward extending section (#52, 54) located inside the air bag 
and connecting the front section to a rear section (#26, 42, 51) and a seam joining the 
pair of front panels is located away from the exterior surface so that the seam cannot 
contact the passenger when the air bag deploys (best seen in figures 2, 3; some 
connecting seams not shown). Wang does not disclose that the rearward extending 
section (#52, 54) is integral to the front panel. It would have been obvious to one skilled 
in the art at the time that the invention was made to modify the rearward extending 
section of Wang such that it was integral to one of the pair of front panels as claimed 
since it has been held that forming in one piece an article which has formerly been 
formed in two pieces and put together involves only routine skill in the art. Howard v. 
Detroit Stove Works, 150 U.S. 164 (1893). Further, the integral structure would make 
for easier manufacturing of the air bag since fewer parts would be involved in the 
manufacturing process. 

In regards to claim 9, Wang discloses the rear section (#26, 42, 51) including a 
rear panel (#26) and a mid panel (#34), the mid panel being connected to the rearward 
extending section (#52, 54) and the rear panel (best seen in figure 4). 
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In regards to claim 10, Wang discloses the mid panel (#34) including a gas inlet 
opening for receiving pressurized gas from a gas generator (column 3, lines 40-46). 

In regards to claim 12, Wang discloses the front and rear sections of the air bag 
being connected together at a connecting seam that is positioned away from an exterior 
of the air bag so that the connecting seam cannot contact the passenger when the air 
bag deploys (best seen in figures 2, 3; some connecting seams not shown). 

7. Claims 8-10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Onishi et al. (5,358,273). In regards to claim 8, Onishi et al. disclose a passenger- 
side air bag (best seen in figures 4, 14) comprising a front section (right side of air bag 
in figure 4) including a pair of front panels (#2, portion of #1 including #6) forming an 
exterior surface positioned to face a passenger when the air bag deploys (best seen in 
figure 14), wherein one of the pair of front panels includes a rearward extending section 
(#4) located inside the air bag and connecting the front section to a rear section (#1 not 
including #6) and a seam (at #2d) joining the pair of front panels is located away from 
the exterior surface so that the seam cannot contact the passenger when the air bag 
deploys (best seen in figure 4). Onishi et al. do not disclose that the rearward extending 
section (#4) is integral to the front panel. It would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art at the time that the invention was made to modify the rearward extending section 
of Onishi et al. such that it was integral to one of the pair of front panels as claimed 
since it has been held that forming in one piece an article which has formerly been 
formed in two pieces and put together involves only routine skill in the art. Howard v. 
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Detroit Stove Works, 150 U.S. 164 (1893). Further, the integral structure would make 
for easier manufacturing of the air bag since fewer parts would be involved in the 
manufacturing process. 

In regards to claim 9, Onishi et al. disclose the rear section including a rear panel 
(#1 not including #6) and a mid panel (#5), the mid panel being connected to the 
rearward extending section (at #2b) and the rear panel (via #1b). 

In regards to claim 10, Onishi et al. disclose the mid panel (#5) including a gas 
inlet opening for receiving pressurized gas from a gas generator (#1 1 ; #5 is a strap, 
thus allowing air flow on either side of the strap). 

In regards to claim 12, Onishi et al. disclose the front and rear sections of the air 
bag being connected together at a connecting seam that is positioned away from an 
exterior of the air bag so that the connecting seam cannot contact the passenger when 
the air bag deploys (all connecting seams positioned away from the exterior as can be 
seen in figure 4). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 2-7 are allowed. 

9. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the allowable subject matter in claim 2 is an edge of either the front upper panel 
or the front lower panel being connected to a boundary portion between a body portion 
of the other of the front upper panel and the front lower panel and the extending piece. 
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Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed January 15, 2004 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. In regards to claim 1 1 , Onishi et al. disclose a rearward extending 
section (#4) including an opening for allowing gas to pass between the chambers. 
Specifically, since the rearward extending section is a strap, there are openings on 
either side of the strap for allowing gas to pass between the upper and lower chambers. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Laura B Rosenberg whose telephone number is (703) 
305-3135. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00am-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Dickson can be reached on (703) 308-2089. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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